Now this argument arises from an almost universal
misapprehension about Darwin's Theory of Evolution.
It is held not only by "ignorant" people, but by quite
intelligent people, that Darwin proved that all progress,
not only within each order of life, but also from one
order of life to another, must always take place by a
gradual development from out of the most efficient
creature existing in the old order. Evolution, that is to
say, is seen as a steadily rising line, from the inefficient
of one order to the efficient of that order, and from
the efficient of that order to the inefficient of the higher
order.

It is only fair to admit that until quite recently this
was my own "picture55 of the evolutionary theory. And
the trouble about it is not that it is wholly inaccurate,
but, far worse, that it is partly inaccurate.

There is indeed slow and steady improvement.
Under the influence of the law of the survival of the
fittest there is a gradual increase in efficiency, size,
and power. But this process can lead only, to a dead
end, and when this dead end is reached, nature can
only make its next advance by means of a leap, using
for that purpose some quite inefficient and powerless
creature which, a few years earlier, would have earned,
or does earn, the contemptuous derision of its more
massive contemporaries.

Slow and steady development led, through the sur-
vival of the fittest, to the shark, which has been, a
shark now for thousands of years, and will never be
anything else; it led to the diplodocus which is extinct;
to the crocodile which is played out; to the mammoth
which exists no more; to Cardinal Wolsey and to
Captain Margesson. Not one of these contained, or
contains, the springs of developing life.